REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 20

DON’T BE FOOLED - NO ON PROPOSITION 20 - IT WASTES TAXPAYER DOLLARS

Perhaps Charles Munger, Junior. the sole bankroller of Prop 20, has fooled well-meaning David

Pacheco, Kathay Feng, and John Kabateck. But don’t lel him ool you.

Prop 20 guarantees no level of fairness, guaraniees no competitive districts, guarantees nothing —
except that voters cunnol hold those who draw congressional district lines accountable for what

they do AND THAT YOU, THE TAXPAYER, WILL FOOT THE. BILL FOR MUNGER'S

SCHEME.

Accountability to the people is the [undamental principle of our form of government. But Prop
20 gives a non-accountable 14-person burcaucracy even more powcr over the people. And, of

course, this bureaucracy will cost you money.

Proponents have stated (unknowingly) the most obvious reason to vote No on 20: BELIEVEIT
OR NOT, these peoplc want to extend the travesty of the existing redistneting commission even
further! Who. other than a handful of lobbyists, lawyers, and politicians has becn able to figure

out the incredibly complicated labyrinth for choosing the commussion?
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And the burcaucrats who emerge from this wastcful inscrutable process will have absolutc power

over our legislative districts. VOTERS WILL NEVER HAVE A CHANCE TO HOLD THEM
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RESPONSIBLE FOR WHAT THEY DO.

Our state is in crisis! Unemployment, crime, mussive debt. Ttis time to stap nonscnse political

games of rcapportionment.

Save taxpayer dollars, hold the power brokers accountable to the people. Vote No on Proposilion

20. Vole Ycs on its rival, Proposition 27.
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